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Charles Asher

110 Whispering Pines Road
Paris, TN 38242 gM.—/

April 12, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest SW May 13 2004

washingtan, DC 20554
FCC Chairman Powell: OﬂEBOfmeSmmumy

As a cancerned individual, I am writing %o express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Justice s request that a1l new Internet communication services be
required to have buslt-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Laongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole For law enforcement to logck through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run a-ound
congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informaticn between sources 1ike phone campanies and data
sogurces 1ike e-majl. The FBI s aggressive and expansive veading of the Taw
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicatians, the
government i5 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogus govarnment agents  to ac<ess our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to praovide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

once again, T urge vou to oppose the dangerous sugoestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—=in
wiretapping.

1 look Forward to hearing your thouvghis ain this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles Asher
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0
FCC chairman Powell: ceOfmesﬂﬂmaw

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositian to the
Department of TJustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Lnternet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually Build.its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be bullt with a psephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
{ongress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phane companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persaonal communications., the
government is creating the very real petential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
ohiy created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that gur new Internet communication technolegies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michael Neil Harbison
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RECEIVED

April 12, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell MAY 1 3 2004
Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street SW Federal Communications Commission
Washington, 0C 20554 Office of the Secretary

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a cencerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositiaon to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement 1s necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI i¢ going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to loak through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces like phone companies and data
saur<es 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdsar access have nat heen successful and
only created a rich oppartunity far hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

JEFFREY E RAMSEY
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April 12, 2004 RECE'VED

FCC Chairman Michael Powell 4
Federal Communications Commissian MAY 1 3 200
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554 Federal Commumications Commission

Office of the Secretary
FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppesition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communjcation services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

There is no reason to ammend the existing laws and ammendments which caover
this, I am appalled that this continues to be an issue, when it was covered 25
Years ago.

Wiretapping 15 a dangerous tool and the ability for abuse is too large.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail The FB8I s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves  ar
even rogue government agents tc access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangeraus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look farward to hearing your thaughts an this matter.

Sincerely.

Severine Nichols



Thu 15 Ap1 2[][]*} 12 24 45 PM EDT p 7
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April 12, 2004 RECE'VED

FCC Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission MAY 13 2004

445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC  205%4 Fede'awommmucatrons()ommlss'
eOfthBSecretary o

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppasitien to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already

require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow

the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing

powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around

gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
. new homes be built with a peephole for lTaw enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run araound
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Vike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key ta our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
evenh rogue government agents to access our personal <ommunications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urye you to oppose the dangerous suaggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook farward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Nicholas Beale
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Andrea Eastman

59 Highgate Road
Cranville, OH 43023

April 12, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell RECE'VED

Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554 MAY 1 3 2004
FCC Chairman Pawell: Federal Commumcations Commission
Office of the Secretary

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required toa have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI ta conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the squivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persohal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lToak farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Andrea Eastman
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Clare Ellinwood

811 Cilbert Ave.
Wyndmoor, PA 13038

April 12, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chatrman Powell,

As & cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication seryices be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
regquire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with 2 peephole far law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this regquirement represents an end-run around
Conyress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jlaw
weuld bypass the lTegisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I unhderstand that by regquiring a master key to our personzl <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents  to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I took forward tao hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Clare Ellinwood
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Christapher Tremelling

287 Sth st
Idahe Falis , ID 83401

April 12, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppesition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry ta actuyally build jits systeme around
gavernment eavesdropping. It 15 the equivalent af the government requiring all
new homes he burlt with a peephele for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguiremen® represents an end—-run araund
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI <an <allect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue dovernment agents te access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nhot been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication techrologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I jook forward to hearing vour thoughts onh this matter.

Sincerely,

Christopher Tremeiling
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bob segal

18 n 10th ave
tucson, az 85705

&pril 12, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washingtan, DC 20554

FCC chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these sxisting
nowers hy trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government regquiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect information between scurces }ike phone companies and data
sources like e-majl. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jlaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to olur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

bob segal
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chris valenty

1000 university ave se
minneapolis, minnesota 55414

Adpril 12, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a <concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet cammunication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Praoyiders and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
wouid bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatiaons past
efforts o provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunmity for hackers.

on<e again, I urge vou to aoppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

chris valenty
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nickidij@yahoo. com
marietta . pa 17547

April 12, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication servyijces be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdrapping. Tt is the squivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be bu1it with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information betwesn sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance

1 understand that by requiring a master key to aur persoral communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agdents to access qur personal communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity far hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have auilt-1n
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing yaur thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Nicole £ Squibbs



Thu 15 Apr 2004 02 09 21 PM EDT P 4
Sylvia Halladay

5225 Luzzane Ln
Indianapoiis, IN 46220

April 12, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC chairman Powell.

As a concerned individual. I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that al]l new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do nat believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone c¢ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually builld its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can caollect information between sources like phaone cempanies and data
spurces like e—-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potertial for hackers and thieves or
&ven rogue government agents to access our personal <ommunications Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sylvia Halladay
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Joel Jelinowicz

3911 sunfiower St
Seal Beach, Ca 90740

April 12, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companfes to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a neephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisTative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key tg our personal communicaticns, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personhal communications Past
efforts to provide this saort of packdoor access have not been successfuyl and
aenly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

1 look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Joel Jelinowicz
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Dennis Strayer

1901 Fir Rd
Holton, MI 45425

April 12, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicaticn services be
required to have burlt-in wiretapping access.

I de net believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Jaws already
trequire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the goverament reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephale for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would byprass the legislative process to alter that careful balance

I understand that by reouiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our persanal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Cnce again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I loak forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Dennis Strayer
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Anthony DiGrigoli

13 Blossom Road

Hampton, NJ 08827

April 8, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael! Powell
Federal Communications Commission
448 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20354

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicaticn services be
regquired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the eqguivalent af the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to laok through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congtress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gqovernment agents to access ocur personal communications. Past
efforts te provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Gnce again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggesticn af the Department of
Justice that our new Internet commurication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Anthony W DiGrigols
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Stephen Brochu

11864 SW 3 Manor
Cavie, F1 33325

April 10, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Poweil
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my appositicn to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very caoncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of hbackdoer access have nat been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Stephen R. Brochu
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Gwen Q7 Barr

112 Mahalua Lane
Bastrop, Tx 78602

April 9, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 29554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to forc<e the industry to actually build its systems arcund
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes he huilt with a peephale for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between socurces like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue goverpment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backgoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sinceregly,

Cwen O’Barr
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Jenni Miller

876 Honar Camp Lane
Fordland, MO 85652

April 8, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae! Powel)
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a c<oncerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services bhe
required to have buitt-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems araund
government eavesdropping. It 15 the squivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement ta Jlook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informaticon between sources like phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reaging of the law
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key tec our personal communications, the
government is c¢reatine the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our persanal communicatiens. past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolagies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward Yo hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jenni S Miller
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Victoria Ziemer

12 Orchard St,
Leominster, Ma 01453

April t0, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Fowell:

As & cancerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Pepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is nascessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It ie¢ the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deiiberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is <reating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdaor access have net teen successfui and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn techncliogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Victoria Ziemer
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Steve Andreas

1221 Left Hand Canyon Dr.
Boulder, CO 80302

April 10, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Fowell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to aljaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 1s going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to laok through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive anc expansive reading of the law
waould bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich appartunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technclogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Steve Andreas
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Brenga Holly

4513 Cleland Avenue

Los Angeles, California 30065

April 8, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance., The FBI 15 going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent af the government reguiring all
new homes be built with & peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run araund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can collect infarmaticon between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal cammunications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
onty created a rich apportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Brenda Hollly
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Kurt Healey

1 W. 28th Street, Apt. 305
Indianapolis, IN 46208

April 10, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, BC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for taw enforcement to iook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone campanies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
wauld bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
EVEN rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers

Once again, I urge you teo oppose the dangercus suggestisn of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kurt Healey
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James Idso

4700 12th Ave NE #1002
Seattle, WA 38103

April 8, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
fFederal Cammunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20534

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have huilt-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Proyiders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The F8I is5 going far beyend these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government regquiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement ta laok through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor ac<cess have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to cppose the dangerous suggestian of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Teok forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

James Idso
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erwin vickery

14588 summit shores drive
burmsville. Mn 553086

Ay

April 9, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest SW

Washington. DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services bhe
required ta have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not bhelieve this regquirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond thess existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent aof the government requiring all
hew homes be burlt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informaticn between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persaonal cammunications Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangevous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

erwin vickery
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Michael vandellos

100 Yale Avenue
Swarthmore, PA 15081

i
April 10, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissicon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reqguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiilance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivaient of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The F8I s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents ta access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdocr access have not been successful and
onty c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michael Vandellos



|
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Rebecca Spatz
1844 Parvin Road
Kansas City. MO B41186

Adpril 10, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fAs a3 concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition fo the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
regquired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government savesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephcle for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress., Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources 1ike phone campanies and data
sources tike e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunicatiscns, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicaticns, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity fer hackers.

Once again, I urge vou ta oppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that ocur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Spatz
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Sheila D’'Ambrosio

102 Brannon Ave
Greer, South Carolina 29650

April 11, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commisgsion
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have burit-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance, The FBI is going far heyand thece ewisting
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be burlt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very caoncerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress., Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to aur persocnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatians. Pagt
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to gppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolagies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sheila D" Ambrosio
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BRIAN HUGHES SR

747 75TH ST. 5.E. #3111
EVERETT, wAa 38203

April 10, 2004

FCC Chairman Mjchael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppesition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Seryvice Providers and Internet telephane companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveilliance, The FBI 15 going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry te actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
. new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress., Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources }ike phane companies and data
sources like e-majl. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment 3is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to previde this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
onty created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Brian J. Hughes Sr.
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Karla Canlin
P. 0. Box 1277
vVallecitos, New Mexico B7581

Aaril 10, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissior
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing toc express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have bur1lt—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdraopping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephols for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represeants an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal <ommunicatiaons., Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
onty created a rich appartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you tc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Karia €onlin
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Brendan Morrice

362 Carmarthen Wway
Granville, OH 43023

April 10, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Praviders and Internet telephone companies tc allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only <reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet <ommunication technologies should have burlt-1in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Brendan Morrice



